JFK os^soiiuitiorui records appeals 
Privacy oioiria 
Records not provided 


Harold Vieiatxsre 1 2/V?9 


^opleo of the records to w: ach i rofor aro not ufctachtfd# fhey also <*?w uot 
urd/iue ivoorda* 

It Ip r tl'*j FIS 1 a stout and re/iteratod claim that it withhol&a became it iiaxst 

uitldiold to avoid dof option, to pro toot individual ri&hi3 to privacy# 

6 ESI 090& >4 67 2 reports that JoSsa d* DuufcnJxwsr li&d, hsm eubpoeoacd by Jim 

uarrioc a, tliat ‘no uao &5.:istanfc j&uiogor of the ttew Orlaana latorm ticuuxl Trade 2'tert 

(Clay bliaw was 2 uiui^ox»)# and that on 1 2 / 9/63 the FKL had shown him six photograp&o 

of Ouuald distributing lit&raturs ouis&de tiWj ITK« It la stated with regard to theco 

phQtogcv&hB "that ha could net identify any of the individuals in thesso plio Logzv.phn* " 

Tha conclusion, of t ho text is tsv&t aoc^rdin^ to a 1954 Orleans fllo tho 

rmxi ,{ iB a sox doviats#" r.cd’ox'&ftce to HQ 65^32456-222-3 is added in hand# 

In 4673, iron u-hich a paragraph is oithlield, th© purpose of showing DauoiRiauar 

ttoso photon sphs vna to sec if ha 'could siako identification# a «>s? the photographs 

arc described as H of I*ce Harvey Ommld and two companions# n ftov; tiieso or# Iy67 

records, not themo of 1963# I beliovc it leaver without doubt, as by prior appeals 

state, ihs# fact that the F3sl knew Oswald. had asoedatos it has not identified# 

In 5516 thare is a Despotic Intelliguiice Division Informative i4 oto which bogino* 

William 

"Uxytor, ^airick Martens van & homosexual associate of D&vid/F orrie# • #•" I do not 
recall aosd&s any records in which this is stated# Tho basis for this DID note 
appears to bo withheld fron what I havrs been prTVidtKi from HQ and HO records# 

If the 71 £ can disclose records identifying D&uocJx^u&r as a H sox deviate" and 
^artons as a homosexual, can it really r^kkc any el&iua to privacy withholdings? 

In tbs D&usmhm^rr case the analyst brnckotod t/a? information, for withholding, so it 
is not disclosed by accidont* 

With regard to t ho photographs, only two of which were given to the CoJEEdsrdon, 
r^y roquost and appeals have been ignored for samy years# Cm th^ reason be that soi£C 


show tld a otlinr Oswald aooociata? 


